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Detailed Office Action 

1 . This action is in response to amendment filed on October 5, 2004. 

2. Claims 22-25 are newly added. 

3. Claims l-2j^are pending. 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sunil 
Paul., (hereinafter Paul) U.S. Patent No. 5,999,932 in view of Lewak et al., 
(hereinafter Lewak) U.S. Patent No. 5,544,360. 

6. As to claim 1, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, including a method for 
displaying an e-mail collection comprising: receiving a sequence of e-mail messages 
(col. 3, lines 60-65); categorizing each of the e-mail messages into at least one of a 
plurality of categories (col.3, lines 60-65, and col.4, lines 2-40). But Paul does not 
explicitly teach displaying each of the categorized messages in accordance with a 
display specification, wherein the display specification specifies one of a plurality of 
levels of the granularity for how the categorized messages in each of the plurality of 
categories are displayed. However, Lewak discloses displaying each of the 
categorized messages with specification that specifies one of plurality of levels of the 
granularity for how the categorized messages in each of plurality of categories are 
displayed (Hierarchy in fig.l and categorize window 50 of fig.5 displayed) (files 
stored in a hierarchical, and displaying, selecting categorized files) (see col. 6, lines 
33-57, and col. 16, lines 27-53). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention was made to implement the teachings of Lewak 
into the computer system of Paul to have displaying each of the categorized messages 
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with specification that specifies one of plurality of levels of the granularity for how 
the categorized messages in each of plurality of categories are displayed because it 
would have an efficient system that can provide specific functions that easy for 
accessing to a large number of files and to files having overlapping categories. 

7. As to claim 2, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: receiving a 
plurality of display specifications from a user (col. 9, lines 7-17); and receiving a 
user selection of one of the plurality of display specifications, wherein the displaying 
of the e-mail messages is in accordance with the user selected display specification 
(col.4, lines 5-40, col.8, line 20 to col.9, line 1 1). 

8. As to claim 3, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein provides for the display 
of the e-mail messages in one of the plurality of categories by encapsulating the 
messages into threads and for providing at least cone item on the top level display for 
each of the corresponding threads (col.9, lines 7-15). But Paul does not explicitly 
teach plurality of levels of the granularity in the display specification. However, 
Lewak discloses plurality of levels of the granularity in the display specification 
(Hierarchy in fig.l) (see col.3, lines 45-57). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to implement the 
teachings of Lewak into the computer system of Paul to have plurality of levels of the 
granularity in the display specification because it would have an efficient system that 
can provide specific functions that easy for accessing to a large number of files and to 
files having overlapping categories. 



Application/Control Number: 09/732,023 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2144 

9. As to claim 4, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein provides for the display 
of the e-mail messages in one of the plurality of categories by encapsulating the 
messages in the corresponding category and for providing at least one item on the top 
level display for the corresponding category (col.8, line 20 to col.9, line 5). But Paul 
does not explicitly teach plurality of levels of the granularity in the display 
specification. However, Lewak discloses plurality of levels of the granularity in the 
display specification (Hierarchy in fig.l) (see col. 3, lines 45-57). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
implement the teachings of Lewak into the computer system of Paul to have plurality 
of levels of the granularity in the display specification because it would have an 
efficient system that can provide specific functions that easy for accessing to a large 
number of files and to files having overlapping categories. 

10. As to claim 5, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the display 
specification includes a plurality of user-defined rule-based categories, wherein cone 
of the plurality of user-defined rule-based categories is nested within another of the 
plurality of user-defined rule-based categories and wherein the nested user-defined 
rule-based category is displayed differently than the another of the plurality of 
user-defined rule-based categories (col. 4, lines 34-40). 

11. As to claim 6, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: providing 
an editor window display which lists the plurality of categories and a plurality of 
message display alternatives for each of the plurality of categories (col. 5, lines 32- 
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38); and receiving a user selection of one of the plurality of message display 
alternatives for one of the plurality of categories (col. 7, lines 29-41). 

12. As to claim 7, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: providing a 
tool button that is adapted to receive a user command to perform an operation on 
messages associated with an identified item (Fig.lA, e-mail filter 104, associated with 
message and identified item, and col. 5, lines 18-25); and performing the operation on 
the messages associated with the identified item in response to a user operation of the 
tool button (col. 5, lines 18-25) 

13. As to claim 8, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, including a computer controlled 
display system for displaying an e-mail collection, the system comprising: a display 
for presenting the e-mail collection on a viewing area of the display (col. 9, lines 7- 
15); and a processor that is adapted to receive a sequence of e-mail messages in the 
e-mail collection (Fig. 3 A, inclusion list processor 302); to categorize each of the 
e-mail messages into at least one of a plurality of categories (col. 3, lines 60-65, and 
col. 7, lines 29-41). But Paul does not explicitly teach controlling the display to 
display the categorized messages in accordance with a display specification, wherein 
the display specification specifies one of a plurality of levels of the granularity for 
how the categorized messages in each of the plurality of categories are displayed. 
However, Lewak discloses displaying each of the categorized messages with 
specification that specifies one of plurality of levels of the granularity for how the 
categorized messages in each of plurality of categories are displayed (Hierarchy in 
fig.l and categorize window 50 of fig.5 displayed) (files stored in a hierarchical, and 
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displaying, selecting categorized files) (see col. 6, lines 33-57, and col. 16, lines 27- 
53). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to implement the teachings of Lewak into the computer system 
of Paul to have displaying each of the categorized messages with specification that 
specifies one of plurality of levels of the granularity for how the categorized 
messages in each of plurality of categories are displayed because it would have an 
efficient system that can provide specific functions that easy for accessing to a large 
number of files and to files having overlapping categories. 

14. As to claim 9, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the processor is further 
adapted to: receive a plurality of display specifications from the user; and receive a 
user selection of one of the plurality of display specifications, wherein the display of 
e-mail messages is in accordance with the user selected display specification (col.4, 
lines 5-40, col.8, line 20 to col.9, line 1 1). 

15. As to claim 10, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein provides for the 
display of the e-mail messages in one of the plurality of categories by encapsulating 
the messages into threads and for providing one item on the top level display for each 
of the corresponding threads (col.9, lines 7-15). But Paul does not explicitly teach 
plurality of levels of the granularity in the display specification. However, Lewak 
discloses plurality of levels of the granularity in the display specification (Hierarchy 
in fig.l) (see col. 3, lines 45-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention was made to implement the teachings of Lewak 
into the computer system of Paul to have plurality of levels of the granularity in the 
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display specification because it would have an efficient system that can provide 
specific functions that easy for accessing to a large number of files and to files having 
overlapping categories. 

16. As to claim 11, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein provides for the 
display of the e-mail messages in one of the plurality of categories by encapsulating 
the messages in the corresponding category and for providing at least one item on the 
top level display for the corresponding category (col. 8, line 20 to col. 9, line 5). But 
Paul does not explicitly teach plurality of levels of the granularity in the display 
specification. However, Lewak discloses plurality of levels of the granularity in the 
display specification (Hierarchy in fig. 1) (see col. 3, lines 45-57). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
implement the teachings of Lewak into the computer system of Paul to have plurality 
of levels of the granularity in the display specification because it would have an 
efficient system that can provide specific functions that easy for accessing to a large 
number of files and to files having overlapping categories. 

17. As to claim 12, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the display 
specification includes a plurality of user-defined rule-based definitions of categories, 
wherein at least one of the plurality of user defined rule-based categories is nested 
within another of the plurality of user-defined rule-based categories, and wherein the 
nested user-defined rule-based category is displayed differently than the another of 
the plurality of user-defined rule-based categories col. 4, lines 34-40). 
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18. As to claim 13, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the processor is further 
adapted: to provide an editor window display which lists the plurality of categories 
and a plurality of message display alternatives for each of the plurality of categories 
(col. 5, lines 32-38); to receive a user selection of one of the plurality of message 
display alternatives for one of the plurality of categories (col. 7, lines 29-41). 

19. As to claim 14, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the processor is further 
adapted: to provide a tool button that is adapted to receive a user command to delete 
messages associated with an identified item (Fig.lA, e-mail filter 104, associated with 
message and identified item, and col. 5, lines 18-25); and to delete the messages 
associated with the identified item in response to a user operation of the tool button 
col.5, lines 18-25). 

20. As to claim 15, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the processor is further 
adapted: to receive a user command from a tool button (Fig.lA, e-mail filter 104, 
associated with message and identified item); and to perform the operation on the 
messages associated with the identified item in response to a user operation of the 
tool button (Fig.lA) 

21. As to claim 16, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, including an information 
storage media comprising information that displays an e-mail collection, the 
information comprising: information that receives a sequence of e-mail messages in 
the e-mail collection (col. 3, lines 60-65); information that categorizes each of the 
e-mail messages into at least one of a plurality of categories (col. 3, lines 60-65, and 
col.4, lines 2-40); But Paul does not explicitly teach information that displays each of 
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the categorized messages in accordance with a display specification, wherein the 
display specification specifies one of a plurality of levels of the granularity for how 
the categorized messages in each of the plurality of categories are displayed. 
However, Lewak discloses displaying each of the categorized messages with 
specification that specifies one of plurality of levels of the granularity for how the 
categorized messages in each of plurality of categories are displayed (Hierarchy in 
fig.l and categorize window 50 of fig.5 displayed) (files stored in a hierarchical, and 
displaying, selecting categorized files) (see col.6, lines 33-57, and col. 16, lines 27- 
53). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to implement the teachings of Lewak into the computer system 
of Paul to have displaying each of the categorized messages with specification that 
specifies one of plurality of levels of the granularity for how the categorized 
messages in each of plurality of categories are displayed because it would have an 
efficient system that can provide specific functions that easy for accessing to a large 
number of files and to files having overlapping categories. 
22. As to claim 17, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: 

information that receives a plurality of display specifications from a user (col. 9, lines 
7-17); and information that receives a user selection of one of the plurality of display 
specifications, wherein the displaying of the e-mail messages is in accordance with 
the user selected display specification (col. 4, lines 5-40, col. 8, line 20 to col. 9, line 
11). 
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23. As to claim 18, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein provides for the 
display of the e-mail messages in one of the plurality of categories by encapsulating 
the messages into threads and for providing at least one item on a top level display for 
each of the corresponding threads (col. 9, lines 7-15). But Paul does not explicitly 
teach plurality of levels of the granularity in the display specification. However, 
Lewak discloses plurality of levels of the granularity in the display specification 
(Hierarchy in fig.l) (see col. 3, lines 45-57). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to implement the 
teachings of Lewak into the computer system of Paul to have plurality of levels of the 
granularity in the display specification because it would have an efficient system that 
can provide specific functions that easy for accessing to a large number of files and to 
files having overlapping categories. 

24. As to claim 19, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein provides for the 
display of the e-mail messages in one of the plurality of categories by encapsulating 
the messages in the corresponding category and for providing one item on the top 
level display for the corresponding category (col. 8, line 20 to col. 9, line 5). But Paul 
does not explicitly teach plurality of levels of the granularity in the display 
specification. However, Lewak discloses plurality of levels of the granularity in the 
display specification (Hierarchy in fig.l) (see col. 3, lines 45-57). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
implement the teachings of Lewak into the computer system of Paul to have plurality 
of levels of the granularity in the display specification because it would have an 
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efficient system that can provide specific functions that easy for accessing to a large 
number of files and to files having overlapping categories. 

25. As to claim 20, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the display 
specification includes a plurality of user-defined rule-based categories, wherein at 
least one of the plurality of user-defined rule based categories is nested within another 
of the plurality of user-defined rule-based categories, and wherein the nested 
user-defined rule-based category is displayed differently than the another of the 
plurality of user-defined rule-based categories (col. 4, lines 34-40). 

26. As to claim 21, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising: 
information that provides an editor window display which lists the plurality of 
categories and a plurality of message display alternatives for each of the plurality of 
categories (col.5, lines 32-38); and information that receives a user selection of one of 
the plurality of message display alternatives for one of the plurality of categories 
(col.7, lines 29-41). 

27. As to claim 22, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising information 
that: receives a user command (Fig.l A, e-mail filter 104, associated with message and 
identified item); and performs the operation on the messages associated with the 
identified item in response to a user operation of the tool button. (Fig.l A). 

28. As to claims 23,24, and 25, Paul teaches the invention as claimed, wherein plurality 
of levels of granularity provide for the display of the e-mail messages as at least two 
of: messages; threads; and groups (fig.3) (see col.7, lines 50-62). 
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Conclusion 



29. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

30. Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tammy T. Nguyen who may be reached via telephone at 

(571) 272-3929. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday between 8:00 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m. eastern standard time. 



application, please send it to (703) 872-9306. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's Supervisor, Bill Cuchlinski, may be reached at (571) 



If you need to send the Examiner, a facsimile transmission regarding this instant 



272-3925. 



TTN 

February 11, 2005 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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